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□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: 

The Examiner called Mr. Edward J Brooks, III, attorney for Applicant to discuss Restriction / Election requirements for 
the present Application, regarding Claims 1-49. 

During the telephone conversation with Edward J. Brooks, III on December 10, 2003 a provisional election was made 
without traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, claims 1-30. Affirmation of this election must be made by 
applicant in replying to this Office action. Claims 31-49 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 
CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 



